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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 2, and 6-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Randic (U.S. Patent No. 6,275,797). 

Regarding claims 1 and 15, Randic discloses a method of testing voice call 
quality for VOIP network comprising: 

enabling a communication device (a receiving computer 14 in FIG. 1) connected 
to the VOIP network (FIG. 1 , col. 3, lines 8-14) to answer a test call (sending a voice 
test file 23 by a sending computer 12 in FIG. 1 ) received over the VOIP network by 
playing a voice file (a voice test file 23 previously stored in the receiving computer 2, 
col. 3, lines 55-57); 
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generating the test call (by the sending computer 12 in FIG. 1) over the VOIP 
network to the communication device; and 

measuring voice call listening quality from the voice file played by the 
communication device (col. 6, lines 19-43). 

Regarding claim 2, Randic further discloses that each of the receiving computer 
includes a gateway function (de-compression and de-encapsulation, col. 5, lines 10-13). 

Regarding claim 6, Randic further teaches that AVR in the receiving computer 
(24 in FIG. 4, col. 3, lines 50-61) is an interactive response unit within the 
communication device to answer the test call. 

Regarding claim 7, Randic further discloses a step of controlling the sending 
computer (a test probe as recited in the claim) to place the test call to the 
communication device (col. 3, lines 8-14), i.e., the sending computer is a test probe. 

Regarding claim 8, Randic further discloses that the sending computer is used to 
measure the voice call listening quality (col. 3, lines 8-14),. 

Regarding claim 9, Randic further discloses that the sending computer is 
connected to the VOIP network over an IP connection (col. 3, lines 8-14). 

Regarding claim 1 0, refer to the discussion for claims 1 , 7, and 8. Randic further 
discloses that the sending computer 12 generates test calls to a plurality of 
communication devices (receiving computers 14, 16, 18 in FIG. 1). The embedded 
voice files played by the receiving computers are voice test files 23 in the receiving 
computers. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Randic further discloses that each of the receiving computer 
includes a gateway function (de-compression and de-encapsulation, col. 5, lines 10-13). 

Regarding claim 12, Randic further discloses that each of the receiving 
computers is a VOIP telephone (col. 3, lines 8-14). 

Regarding claim 13, refer to the discussion for claim 1 . Randic further discloses 
that a computer readable medium is used for the method (see claim 22 of Randic). 

Regarding claim 14, refer to the discussion for claims 1, 7, 8, 10, and 11. 

Randic discloses a voice call quality testing system comprising: 

a plurality of VOIP gateways (receiving computers 14, 16, 18 in FIG. 1) deployed 
at various points along a border of VOIP network (FIG. 1), each of the gateways 
includes an Interactive Voice Response (IVR) (an AVR 24 in FIG. 4), responsive to 
receipt of a test call over the VOIP network by a gateway associated with the IVR to 
answer the test call by playing an embedded voice file; 

a test probe (each receiving computer) coupled to the VOIP network to test voice 
call listening quality in the VOIP network by generating test calls (by a sending 
computer 12 in FIG. 1 ) to each of the plurality of gateways (receiving computers 14, 16, 
18), recording (interpreting by AVR, col. 6, lines 19-29) the embedded voice files (voice 
test files 23 in the receiving computers) played by each of the plurality of gateways and 
measuring voice listening quality of the test calls by comparing the recorded embedded 
voice files to a reference voice file transmitted from the sending computer and received 
(stored) by the receiving computer(s). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Randic (U.S. Patent No. 6,275,797) in view of Tomberlin (U.S. Patent No. 6,834,040) 

Refer to the discussion for claim 1 . However, Randic does not teach a perceptual 
test model such as PSQM or PAMS to the voice call listening quality. Tomberlin teaches 
that PAQM and PAMS are known industry standards to measure the perceptual voice 
listing quality with objective quality factors (col. 2, lines 43-63). Those of skill in the art 
would have been motivated by the Tomberlin to have perceptual listing quality with 
quality factors in Randic using the PAMS or PAMS models. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to incorporate PAMS or PQSM to get 
a perceptual quality for VOIP communications. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Soon D. Hyun whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3121. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau T. Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-3126. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




S. Hyun 
01/20/2006 
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